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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Notice to Applicant 

1 . Tliis comnnunication is in response to tlie Correspondence mailed on 01/10/08. 
Claims 25-28, 30, 33, 37 and 46-50 are pending. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on 01/10/08 have been persuasive, therefore the 
previous Office Action has been withdrawn and a new Office Action is hereby 
presented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 25-28, 30, 33, 37 and 46-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al (2002/0022963) in view of Makuch et al (6,330,592) and 
further in view of Shapira et al. (6,925,442). 

(A) As per claim 25, Miller discloses the method wherein the selected file is at least 
one of a link, a document, and or a thumbnail (See Miller, Page 1 1 , Paragraphs 01 41 - 
0143). 

(B) As per claim 26, Miller discloses the method further comprising: 
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receiving notice of a user request for tlie web page, said user request being 
received after tlie execution of said selecting (See Miller, Page 1 1 , Paragraphs 0144- 
0146). 

(C) As per claim 27, Miller discloses the method wherein said parsing comprises: 
performing a statistical word frequency analysis of the content to discover the one or 
more keywords (See Miller, Page 13, Paragraph 0186). 

(D) As per claim 28, Miller discloses the method wherein analyzing at least one 
metatag in the web page to discover the one or more keywords (See Miller, Page 1 1 , 
Paragraphs 0139-0142). 

(E) As per claim 30, Miller discloses the method wherein said analyzing is executed 
to detect a plurality of contexts for the web page, and wherein said selecting is executed 
to select a plurality of products corresponding to the plurality of contexts, the method 
further comprising: ranking the plurality of contexts and the plurality of products (See 
Miller, Page 11, Paragraphs 0153-0155). 

(F) As per claim 33, Miller discloses the method wherein said 

analyzing is executed to detect a plurality of contexts for the requested web 
page, and wherein said selecting is executed to select a plurality of products 
corresponding to the plurality of contexts, the method further comprising: 
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contexts, the method further comprising: ranl<ing the plurality of contexts and the 
plurality of products, such that said displaying is executed to display the plurality of 
products in accordance with the ranking (See Miller, Page 11, Paragraphs 0153-0155). 

(G) As per claim 37, Miller discloses the method further comprising: 
receiving notice of a user request for the web page, said user request being received 
prior to the execution of said analyzing or said selecting (See Miller, Page 1 3, 
Paragraphs 0188-0192). 

(H) As per claim 46, Miller discloses a computer implemented method of selecting at 
least one file representing at least one product, the file relating to a web page on the 
World Wide Web (See Miller, Page 17, Paragraph 0250), the method comprising: 

receiving the web page having content therein (See Miller, Page 8, Paragraph 
0098; Page 9, Paragraph 0110); 

Miller does not explicitly disclose that the method having using a statistical 
analysis of the web page content. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Makuch. In particular, 
Makuch suggests that the method having using a statistical analysis of the web page 
content (See Makuch, Col. 5, lines 61-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Makuch within the system of Miller with the 
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motivation of categorizing content in a website and associating viewed categorized 
content witli a user to develop a visitor profile (See Makuch, Col. 3, lines 27-30). 

In addition, Miller and Makuch do not explicitly disclose analyzing the web page 
to detect a context for the web page; selecting at least one file representing at least one 
product related to the detected context. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Shapira. In 
particular, Shapira suggests analyzing the web page to detect a context for the web 
page (See Shapira, Abstract; Col.1, lines 27-41); selecting at least one file representing 
at least one product related to the detected context (See Shapira, Abstract; Col.1, lines 
27-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Shapira within the collective teachings of Miller 
and Makuch with the motivation of allowing an Internet business owner a way to track 
the value of visitors who visit the web site (See Shapira, Col. 2, lines 36-38). 

(I) As per claim 47, Miller discloses the method of claim 46, wherein said analyzing 
comprises: 

parsing the content of the web page to discover one or more keywords 
published as part of the content (See Miller Page 1 1 , Paragraph 01 45); and 

evaluating the one or more keywords to detect the context (See Miller, 
Page12, Paragraph 0161). 
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(J) As per claim 48, Miller discloses the method wherein said evaluating comprises: 
comparing the one or more keywords with a synonym to detect the context (See Miller 
Page 12, Paragraph 0161). 

(K) As per claim 49, Miller discloses a method of selecting and displaying at least 
one file representing at least one product, the file relating to a web page on the World 
Wide Web (See Miller, Page 11, Paragraphs 0151-0153), the method comprising: 

receiving notice of a user request for a web page (See Miller, Page 13, 
Paragraphs 09191-0193); 

receiving the requested web page having content therein (See Miller Page 8, 
Paragraph 0098; Page 9, Paragraph 01 10); 

producing a second page including the requested web page and the file (See 
Miller, Page 11, Paragraph 0153); and 

displaying the second page to the user (See Miller, Page 1 1 , Paragraph 

0153). 

Miller does not explicitly disclose that the method having using a statistical 
analysis of the web page content. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Makuch. In particular, 
Makuch suggests that the method having using a statistical analysis of the web page 
content (See Makuch, Col. 5, lines 61-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Makuch within the system of Miller with the 
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motivation of categorizing content in a website and associating viewed categorized 
content witli a user to develop a visitor profile (See Makuch, Col. 3, lines 27-30). 

In addition, Miller and Makuch do not explicitly disclose analyzing the requested 
web page to detect a context for the requested web page; selecting at least one file 
representing at least one product related to the detected context. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Shapira. In 
particular, Shapira suggests that the method having analyzing the requested web page 
to detect a context for the requested web page (See Shapira, Abstract; Col.1 , lines 27- 
41); selecting at least one file representing at least one product related to the detected 
context (See Shapira, Abstract; Col.1, lines 27-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Shapira within the collective teachings of Miller 
and Makuch with the motivation of allowing an Internet business owner a way to track 
the value of visitors who visit the web site (See Shapira, Col. 2, lines 36-38). 

5. Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miller et 
al (2002/0022963) in view of Shapira et al. (6,925,442). 

(A) As per claim 50, Miller discloses a computer readable storage medium including 
computer executable code for selecting at least one file representing at least one 
product, the file relating to a web page on the World Wide Web, the code enabling the 
steps of: 
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receiving tlie web page (See Miller Page 8, Paragraph 0098; Page 9, 
Paragraph 0110). 

Miller does not explicitly disclose analyzing the web page to detect a context for 
the web page; and selecting at least one file representing at least one product related to 
the detected context. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Shapira. In 
particular, Shapira suggests analyzing the web page to detect a context for the web 
page (See Shapira, Abstract; Col.1, lines 27-41); and selecting at least one file 
representing at least one product related to the detected context (See Shapira, Abstract, 
Col.1, lines 27-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Shapira within the system of Miller with the 
motivation of allowing an Internet business owner a way to track the value of visitors 
who visit the web site (See Shapira, Col .2, lines 36-38). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 8/30/07 with respect to claims 46, 49 and 50 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's 
arguments will be addressed in the order in which they appear in the response filed on 
1/10/08. 

(A) At pages 2-5 of the 1/10/08 response. Applicant argues that the features in the 
1/10/08 amendment are not taught by or suggested by the applied references. 



Application/Control Number: 09/738,471 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3687 

In response, all of the limitations which Applicant disputes as missing in the 
applied referenceshave been fully addressed by the Examiner as either being fully 
disclosed or obvious in view of the collective teachings of Miller, Makuch and/or Shapira 
based on the logic and sound scientific reasoning of one ordinarily skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention, as detailed in the remarks and explanations given in the 
preceding sections of the Office Action, and incorporated herein. One cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1 981 ), In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1 091 , 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1 986). 

In addition, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference, nor is it 
that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would 
have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not the applied art teaches dynamic web page 
generation method and system (7,194,678) and method and apparatus for providing 
enhanced functionality to product web pages (6,490,602). 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis comnnunication or earlier comnnunications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to Vanel Frenel wliose teleplione number is 571-272-6769. 
Tlie examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew S.Gart can be reached on 571-272-3955. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Vanel Frenel/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3687 

April 11, 2008 



